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THE GAZETTE OF INDIA : EXTRAORDINARY 


[Part III —Sec. 4] 


2.1. ^ ^ PlHfclf^d ^ t : 

(i) ’qre: TT ^?3r?i ■!ts^ 3ft^ ^ ^ ^ ^ 

cFJT^/^jcUT^ % «rfWf jpt ^ ^ »?xTT, ^ 

UHt 3fr? viM+eb'^i, wft l^'fRii 4^ 457 ^tt 1 1 

(ii) ^ft q gH PlHf^Ra ^T ^ Tf tm 4e4J 45r>f[ % 4?^ % 45^ 45T Pi^HAH 4>^ t : 

(45) Tril ; I^RT^r Rra-'4r9T Wft % ^ MR<re4 3fH ^3ra4pft ^ ^ aft? eir: ^ 

vi1^4m 1 4? 45I4f 451 c?4T^/3<i?I^ 451 W4cT (3w1c( ^fl4?45-45rn1 MP-ttH ffJTT?) ^Ilftci f I 
(?3) f^;tjisf5 4^/f%:fJ?4> BWH (TFPan^aft) ^ - pst?1^ 4RT-W ir>TT?1 % 3icT% 4T4 45Fi1 451 
c^4T^/53?T?T^ 451 ?n4cT (pJRTff %T?4> aft? ^ ^AT4> M(^4PH 3nft 3Il(^4i t) 45Ff1 % ^ ^ 4l 

^qd Hid 'Hi41 ?iiPii?l % I 

(iii) ?i545 4e1 %?|ill JETT? ^Pfl M^WH vJM'PtJ? ^ ?T4l?IcT HHT? % R445 t, #HT ftj «lf*r45 

aft? 'JmR'Hhh ?mT 4 ?et am 534^^ 44 4my 14 % 1^ ?i?if 4? 4F4 % hft^ ^ 4*1 

ft5?TTt 45T f%??TT 'qjMil f^cl' ^ 4jiTT/*llRa (^41 'HIcli ^I 

(iv) »jH41>T l ^ 4*1 f^5?T7l % 44^ 45l f^HrTi 45? ?FT 41 4f[f^ 45H4T: dll'll 3ft? 45T41 1%cT 4HEl/3n#4 11 

4 ? 1992^1 ?THTtfT 45 ? 1 ^ 44 T 4Tl 

(V) 1 997 ^ 4«1 ft)?Iin % ?t? i)y^ % 47414, 31cT4M ?147S1 4HT^ 3ft? 45141 ?ii^ 441^ #T 451 

314? ^ ^ ?45R 45? 11 4? 'flqPH 411?^ 3ft? 45141 ft4 % lJl4 1^1414 451 45t5m 11 

(vi) % 1 998 ^t 445 ilflaai ^Jllft 45? 45Ff «11 1^ ?tg45 4«J f^5?T4T 441? ^ 45Pl1-?l5!raf 441? 71lRid 4lft 

^ 3ft? ^d 441? "fltlCH Hl5'iV?'^c.V'^5iqii ?4Tft4l gi?T ^4 I 

2.2. ??1 4 R 1 I 44 TH444tr44 ^ 3r^[^ ^541 t :- 

(i) ijTit'll€1 ?T^ 4*1 f^5?14t ^t 7#r5t ^(H4H-?i4;a 3l1? 4514l-?i4S 441^ 451 4l1?T ^ ?14541 ^ sft? 45 441 
4f%7reft ^ ?4i4 4? Hn(cH* TRil ^ PiylRd 

(ii) 4x14 45t ??t 4*4 451 45114 31474 #41 4lft4 1% 4«} # Rra-Rw 5gf*I413fr ^ f#4 RW-flrfl 47J545 f, yftfe 
??T ?=t44 ?n11 44I 4? T75?T414 tl 

3.1. ProlRcl wf>)4l % 315?1T?, 1 ^ 11^ -414 4 45T 3P4l^44 YH^WIc^l ^ft? ^t?1t4WI, Sii^^H#), 3nf444?14, im?1l3TT^, 
'iflkl'HitdM, 5ft##l31t| 3ft? ’45I iH 44451 ftu|f<1|4l % f#4 441 411 44# 4141 fc'^Riq'l 451 ?TR Pi*-ifdR34 

t :- 

4?rT mm 


(i) 


(ii) 


444 irf^araft % sft? ylTt545'<ui % (#4 ^ *i^id4 (45if5^ aft? ktiriRw ■yyi? ftnFi) am (4^ 

1984 #) 4^4 Rf#?T45 ^ # f #4) '| R 7r 451 $ ft5 #41311 % f^7t4 4445) 45l 4414 45?# #5 [#4 ifp^l# 4# 5J?T 
^^54 #41 #5 ?TW f#ffT f#41 4tltt 3ft? ?1g45 4? f#«1Rc1 451 ma I vi'd# ij# 4 tR 44#45 4414 451 4^ #41 % 


ijsn^-ijsTO HHit tiq# 45? ?% # I 


71545 4# fJ^Tiqi 4HN 451 #“141 45 ?# % f#4 #413# #5 fq*dfdRan 444# 45) Hl'icl 4? f#41? (#>4I 441 <41 : 
( 45 ) Hlftiff 4? 4f3!|4 3 ft? ^J5hl 1B?41 ; 5jR4 climi, ^4# 41# ## 3 ft? 5#1, Old^'dl 3 ft? 'ilil 

3 ft? 414 451 ^141# 451 aH^THm, d^il4 4t# 3nf#, 4lf#4t 4? 1#45#4 aft? 4^44 f##44, #1^1 
4R4? 451 ?m4iq41, 3im 4^4# ## - ?f#41? 3fll \iHRd*iq 4411, ^THl# 451 3irjfl^ #5 


1#4 1I4R, '^-45?454 ?41# #5 (#4 H#!?. «rf#4# 4# #4 15451-^ 441, clS?4Hl 4HHI, 4f#45 #5 
1#4 ?lRl Wl, #1f#4l 4# ^545# #5 4m?, f##4 ^4?4>? 3ft? mi^T ^ ' 

(H) a#fi%;4j 41C M : ?#f%45 414 #5# 451 441414 aft? 31^4141 

( 4 ) #1454 4# MW aii'jlxi : ism 3fi<jfci hRi*oiH# 1 44 nqi<HH aft? I 

f#mf#R34 4?jf#4l #5 ?«TF 1 4? 5 4^, 1988 # Wl 5 ? TIJIF 4^ 1#5?14t 441? Pl^IRlt f#54T 441 
41 ■. - 


(45) 4# f#5?rm 1T4R 


(iii) 
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{^3) TEim ^ nW 

(^ Tlf^, '(Riqi'J afR vImR'HHO inn? 

(’BO ?cipftn ^i5t arnj^ ^ mn? 

(^ g7'^i-<T>'(qii; eci'^ ^ fonj IPTT? 

(1?) q? 

(H) ^Pl<T> ^ 1^ >54 n?TT 

(^ flSWTT 

(?0 ^ ?Tf^ n?IT 

pf) wif ?m q«rf q? qif^ % qjt miR 

(t) f^q uq?^ ^ fc?q jrm? aft? q>ni? ^ i 

(iv) m?: ^ ^ q? ?H, -fta^q qft qra an^ aft? q? aft? ^jRq q? ? 3 ?f gft B^I^qj? 

;^r?n % Bi?:q5 w izft?r aft? i3?ni5t oim ?iqlftn niff q5t q^ 1 1 BRg, vjq^ ?nft q># ^ 

eft, qqrq q5t qq ?ift eff I 

(v) ?r 5 ^ qe^ fWiT qqrff % ?tm ftonq qq bj?:^ ^ ijft^ ift ?iq1ft?T qiff ftsq qq ti 1992 ^r, 

q?Tq HiftiM ^ arg?lBT q?, ?tgq5 fti?raT mn? 4 viiPid qqq^-?tq^ Breqft q>I q^qrq if; qnsq 
qi<w<5R qqr ini ?i^ f^Rmr mn? ^ qqqt-?tq^ irm^ft brt ft??q m 7ft?T ^ % ?t^ A 22% 
aft? qijs qtft?fr ^ ftiq 15% qq qqi eni 

(Vi) 5?T^ ^ ift, ■yy4’fl arqqT qqi^ % ft?W^/q^qq)t % ai^^ q? frs aft? ^ ?!ftci^ qft wtw? ?nft 
Bjq^ ^ qqR qrFM ?mfirqtM?qq q^ if q? 3 p fiSq qq ^ I qiff t fti ?t^ qef f^vini w qqqn 
(j'JicO % foiq arq aiciy ftqr 4>'<cii I 

wnftq Pm (q-Hiflanij) 

(i) qiNt>M q? qtgrf? ^ f^'-iwi mq? ^ wnt ^ ciqi^/gmi^ % fciq ^rPiq; mn? aft? qrrPicr 1 1 

(ii) <pi'ix'l ^ qqtq 5fj'm Ftft % ^r?“i ^t5 ^ 'cTT^q? ?idT' q? qw qqqf % qp-i % qi?T?t ^ ^ 

q7»ft t aft? arPnpfqr tq? q?q> qqqf qqfan^aft ansn? q? -ftqf^ci f^nr qqr ft i 

(lii) qqM€t q? ?i^ inn? q5t arqqi^ M q^ % qpcmq?q?iq %iFq qft wq 

^?it q? ?ftt ft, qRqq ft qfte srt irnanftaft ?Rft q? cfrnft ftiqfftq qiqft ft? ?iqq arqi fenr qrrqr 
qT%qi 

(iv) 1 997 ^ qqfttfttftt ft qftT-?iq^ qqrft aft? qqqf-?iq^ 3 Tqrft ^ szfKT ftft fq qqpqqq qjqft ?^ fftq ft, 
'jftfft? qjrft nftc ’ft ftft q)i<iT-ft4-^ qqrft ft» qift fts Prq ftfqqq ciisftl/vJ'i^ qftcl qft 'HFiq^ii qi?ft ft I 

(v) q^rqfiq qifftqR^ ft arjftBi fftnj qq ft ;- 

(qj) qF qrfftqRq ??T qiqft ft F?qftq qft aft? ^ ft^ qft f^qrqi qqr? qft zqq?eq ftr, qftr 
qqlxtJiaft qft qqft-^iq^ qqrft qq qft?T ftft ft; Prq qfiftr qft Prftqr ft i 
(?9r) ^ qwT % qiq^iq 1ft; ^ qft anq qftl ft q>q ^(ftqftcT t, qqq ft; ?Tft1 qftT q? Mq; qq^rniq qft 

(ftRrqi qqrft ft; qFcj qft ftt*r qft qnq i qqrq qft q^ ftqraft qft ?rqr 2 qTfrfq; ^fftBiraft ft; foiq inn? 
ciMj, q>'(ft qq Ri<£(id arqqrqT ^irq i 

qroftii (amtipiftt) 

(i) qqftftftt qft ?i^ qft fft)?wi qq «ft?T ftft aft? qqqt-?Tq^ mnft qft araq-arPPT qqftft qq fftftrq fftqr qqq i 

(ii) ??Tft q qft^ §Bqjfft ftft) afR q hk^Rmi ft qft 4 q’ftl I qqq qft «4iMq> ^[fft®iiaft, qftfft; q?^: ftqq? el ft) rqr 
?Tft qft aft? qqqf qft arrqftftq qjfft ft; 1^ nieq> qq ?rqTq t^i ft qFtq^jft % i qfft inFqft ft; fotq 
?TqT?iqqT m qrcnq?q fftnn ^nm t, qq ft qF?jq q;ftft fft; qqq q? <jqqq qqrq^r ft, ftt ?mq^: 
q^-ft qqqf qft Mth qft aft? ir^ (ft>qi qq ?iq>cii ft I 
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^ ^ 

(i) inn^ 3ft7 iwRt % ^ ftmm jrr % ’j'lW'iMj ^ ^sjft 

o'! <11 ^^1 

(II) ^ ^ ^^^ 1 ?PiT flF ^ ^ ^ ^ ^3fKTT # cit 'flti6"4 (?iii;'i’l ^ -qPiI^Iki ^ 

#tt fiF ^TfR ^ ^ inn^ ^ wfcl'iRi artf^ afN ^ ^ 

t, ^ m i M i v «nra ^ ^ ^ ^fr? Wrtft ^ ^ wcyi4f?ra ^ ^ # i 

(HO ijHtiUHV*! ? A 3R^ 3r«n^irT ^ ^ ^ fts HB'HH Wn<T 71^-^ ^ fl'HlI tl ■JIF 

RF^ R»n^ ^ ^ wti?m ^ 

lIRlftll 7T^ ^ ^ (an^i^HIJiHli) 

(I) 3mf<!^iWT, xfRijRHTjm ^1* ^ T^' ^^PreN 11 

(II) R5 ^mRI? R5f?r t f?P WI<I RFT: RT^TPtrt ^ RFR 11 ^ 

?ini?ft % q i w i ftife RPff RSt HH i P rt ^ ftlR RfR if) RTl^PFlft tl 

(110 u i e fRI ^ I p l itf ifs) -yidPT R7 R>[^ ailRf^ Riff t, ^ ^T»f) RtPT 5RT RRPT 4?) Rspff-W^ alV? 

^rPRft 5R f^wn RRM RJT ^3ftFT a/)? ^ f^'Rl^l #, <1lf^' 

ftinPSlTr % amiR RR RT^RRRTt/RW<ft ^ Rftpjft RTRI RR ^1 
(iv) 1992 A, RxIR RR! BRT "RF M ^ WR<1 «I afN aW rIrRT vJ^'lA ^ Rmi ^ RR 
ftsRI tl aHiRRWR R^t ift 3PR RTBt ^ Rift ^IRSTRA #1 
(V) RF #n RRH R>?A ^ f^IR R?IRt RSt RRRft RRRFft ^ RiftR I 

*iRR ^<tR*R FOTRI ^ (RftlJWfWO 

(0 <flRW I^ V! FH ’gi ^ RRRRRtpFTR Rft fulfil RR ■'HRI'RcI: wMr RRfW 11 

(iO vfcTRTR afiR R5TRt'RiR?I RRT^f ^ ^ ’JRRRSRtR HRlR R ^FRRT Rf) Wg^JlPldl # I 

(110 R^t gw R«fl ^ Rm Hg-W R RR^RJR f atl7 aPRt ^ Rm Rift #, R^ R»t f^RRT RRR 
RI^RT <1^1 Hrf)<i R^ (flRT I 

3.2. O^^ai i j aflR FMjai i jR*Hv[ ^ Ritj fWMf hto R# ^ # I 

3.3. viMy>TF HFt R OTt ^ RTRT ftRlfMf H(?lgf^ ^^[RRT % W A RRRRRTRR R5t i);^t R^ eft I 

4.1. FRT RIR^ Rft ^Tg«) ^gRRT^ 15 RIRR^, 2001 Rft RH4t'ftrfi R? Rft R^ «ft I ■(iiqiii ^ 47TR PlHf^iRsfl Pl^q-l 

ftsR RR 

(i) RR ^ RRRit Rft RFRTR R*ft R r51 ^ii . 

(11) RF^ RraRH-^tJW RRt^/Rinft HRT^ Rft aWR-^raR HRiP^ld RiR RFT ejr I amiRRJ 

RtRSRt ^ ?fTR^>R^ RW^ ^ FHf^ fSP? 311 FTlWlfl ^<Rn RK ^ 11 RTOR, ><*14141^) IRT 

3iR^ 1998 ^ Rf^ ft R5FT w t ftt Rie*^ ift R?rnt*fti3r RRR #. anft wfRift 

^#1 

(ill) RF TTR^ iift^ Rpraf (Rirar^aft iT»n^ ft ariftn ft, fihr? Ff*!ft Rpraft ft Rftf i 

(N) RRsantsit Rnrat ft, R^fftrfl p; ft gin iwft rh \3 m R i R)cf| ft^r ft aft? ft ri R^ft fty ^tr 

'3nyq|4) ft I cRgRt Rft ift# fftpftirft Rift ft I R^fftffl Rft aTRT R!7RT RIRT ft I Ffffc^R, 3TTRf^ c1T?Rt Rft aft? 

ft ftl 
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(i) ?n!j f^/iyi, wr 11 Tr»TT4 ^ «<qpK ^ ^ ^ PiuIRa 

W tl ITOTR ^ ftnrr ^ ^TWI ^t#CT^ ^ ^ ^ ’rai #1 

5'«fci'j, ®tT7t ^t*ni ^nff i i 

(ii) ^ ^fT4>m 11% Hw ftnHT # afR WTt-^t*rar inir? I^d^i 11 ■JTF ^ ^ 

% 4?!^ W 3T^ ^55^ I ?ra ^W=TT ^ % Tj^jan^afr ^ ^wS w t, anft I 


4 , 2 . ^ WT, ^ ^ ^3^ afrf k'HWHIJWJ ^ #T ^ ^ HfcTlit JT^ # I 


5. ^ 3R^ 29 2001 ^ T!f ^ anrft ipt ?)P';i’^ % ararar fi!|>^iT t 1 w^, 

1997 ^ fWr ^t9fl^R % wR» II h 1 | ’ ^ 43% 4n ^IT3T «n I ^ ap^T ^ 'tPlPT 'tft*liRl4> 

WT ^ ^ ^ eft I HW, ^ #TT ^ ^ V^W W 'fT^ScfT I 3W '>ft ^ ^ ^ t aftv WT HtflTPiait 

4^t snikt ^ ftr?^ 4st ?ief f^^TFir wklt ^ ^ ^ ww ^ ■qwifl ft^ir w en, w ^ ^ ttwt 

fjp 4fef ip 22% ^ ^ wif %tT ^t ^ ^ #IT3ft 4^ HRcT ^nftpT t atk qttHM 78% TT7 ^t ^ilcTOPT 

ftn ireR 45t ■n^ ^fkraft ^ ottw 7nf*TPr 11 ^ ^tfrP 4«f nw ^ a?^ TnftcT ^ait ^ % 

®fk ^ anrft aPfmefrTT ^ ^ kiw 11 


6. ^'Tt^ ^ ? . i jq i ^ ^ ^^kR ^ ^?T*Tjr ^j*RT ^ afR mu ci«n ^ m^i 

ftV ^ ?TIsT % arTETR ^ f%Mf?li%ld f^irfcT ^ t ■■ - 

(i) ^j*<41>fl<fl ^ 1984 ^ ^ 5 RT ^t % ai^mR if ^tgdJ 4«f f^RRJT IRTK ^ 

OTToft JRgd 45t tl ^ ^rrafRRPT ^ SRT eff 1 pr MR4<^d ^ 

Mfipq iaff 4 >T TRoft^PTR aik yffb^'^ui eir: if, ^ 1 %cf # Hfipjnaft % (afR, 

^flfcTq 'yqdM) % tl 

(ii) mR % ^ fW'if m ^ ^ 3.1. (ii) ^ ^ qp'dn 4ff ^ 11 ^f*iEi if 

45)^ 3 RWdT 'diff 11 afR, IJ'WRHq 5 ^ SRTTpft if MK^fSldl 4?) 45^) % 4k if 45fli kl«f>iqd # I 

(iii) -qiF WRlcff ftdT mm ip 4iRf 4R 7^ 11 4? %4R ’ffd-ms JWkf afR 4!Tnt-m« IRfkt 4P «ikT 
47rt^ 5q g HRIM^ 4jt Rkf 4R^ ^ Tf^T t. ^ WP? 4RdT ^34 JRffd ^ 11 mPkkm ^ 

t fiP 57T 7t4J % qRu||H«WM 'flqpd ciipdf 4if Rm^ 41RT 4!Rff W t, kff^ 4IW4 if 
WRT^aff mT 47 ^ffpftrr 444^ iP TTm srt ar^r %q i 

qHqqdqdq 45f 7 rr4t 44 mRR4 terw 54 Ti^if 74 ^ m k 41 ft am 1 1 ftk44R, TprtWt^t srt ft4 
44 'Jifqcft ^ ar 57 TR, RFt ^ feR 4^kdf/4^445t ^ arjTkl 47 ^ afR ^ 7^ an^ 

4(f ’ Bf.p4>7 TRff ERT^ ^ 44R R?nfR-74lkt4t/R?TR qk^ k 47JR 1^4 44 ^ I ?7rfk4, 4^ 74^ 4Tff t ki 
qef kRT4T 44R RPj; 4R^ k 441 at?R 4^ 44T 11 

(iv) 54 :, ftjf 44 i 7 11 kra-kRf ^cRff 4 4 ^ 4 it Rldfilfl R 4 if 4Fk ^ 4 kRT 77^ 4 ef f^7T4T kpjfkd 

%4T 44T1 444R 4^ f^4T 44T ^ I 1998 44 7kft7J4 k kPR Ttgd? 47 % Ht^eici k R4 if f^qi 44T 

«n I ^Tft RfejRl if, 444kkf k dk if 4R ftdl 44T t k? TT^fP 44R 44 TzfRT 44T4 4R4T 7144 dlff ^ I PTT 

4 kd 54 if, qHqqnqdq 44 ar^Tki k’ qkSPffk kt 7t^ 4 ef PpTTdr if TirkfR kd-7W5 afR Tppff-Tfp^ 
44kf 44 ^okr ai474 ^ 4Tf%4, 741444 4 ^ 11 

44444q74f if fTT argTki 4^ ak 4^ 4im arrif 4W f^ TzjRr 4kRlk k 7*44 47 4TdRm 7P4 if Rratkd 

fkm 4441 

^ 7f q4 if dF ddkwkd % ^4f 47T4 JRffwaif k aT^Tfd 47 1 992 if ^*1414141 fiKi Rf4 44 74^t4RR 

k 31^747, TtffP 44 fiPTTdT 44R if TfTkfR 444f-7T4^ 4d4jf Tpf wfkTd % R4 if 4?dTd 4R^ % kR 
41W 31^414 R4r4T 441 <41; 4^. 4^ nfcIWd 754 k Ttlft 1764% wRiftfifId 4lft 4RdI I 444PfPft % ?71 
amiR 47 ftkw knaff kf RT4d ^ Tzfk 4% if 3T4%f 3RT4efdT 47 f%7f4 754 k 7^4 Wd> fkOT t k> (i®1 
ddqff kk - did ipif, arrjf^ fiP 4 44 rr afR den ’jfkr 47 73 ^ kt tfW<P7 kmaff k wk^ mp 
afR dTrkt RT4% Ttkftd 4lff kf 4 ^ #1 ?71 fTferfcT if, 4444447T4 k 7td4 if 4? arjkj kf^ aief^jof H4Rf 
arppfi^d d4f 4R TTWI 
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(V) 451:^ afl 5^ wpf ^ ^ ^ RtTR ^ ^ ^ ^RPH ^ 11 f^WIT' 

^ ^ PW t, mTRBRT; efnpfr BKI SHU 11 ^ ^ ^ HTpf 

%qT ^ TTW, ^ ifT^ WT ^ 4q^ ^ nm 1 1 

^ 'IRI'KII 'WgrR TIW % silN % f^TT 5RI 1992 ^ ^ '4re^ PTW^' % OT ^ 

I icflTT 4R^ % f?^TJ TTTT'.ft'ift^ if^[ ?ITZi^ ^gSTT^f ^iPa ^ SIT, ^3ft% UTRig ^ ^ 

Sm ar^^iRici m f^Isi ^RcIT 11 

siF ’ft ’imr fW sif^ Tpi^ftft^ ift ^i? ^qNi fPiR gRft ^ ftpsi t ?ft sif M 

IFF WF?n fr % W 3TFT ^i^iTT? ^ Tpnftftt^t gRT ftll ’IT ^ % ST^^TR, cm 4RFft ft) fftiRRl 
^ ftiSFT fW ffti IFFSn^afl gui t. ?Rt %. mR ft TTUT t 3nfft I Iftfvftcl ^ ft, SIF 

fftRft ift IRTH RIRI ftf fftv nrqglft inft tl 

Tjiftj, 'ijft fftRRIT' (ft^ 3ismT :JFSl), ftW ^IFft 4^ W t, cH^fti BRT HFF fftRF Rift mRT fftfftaicj ^ ft 

fttF'Tm^ ^mR t, q’T ftl ' ft^ ftci-ftsr^ Tisgft sift cfRici ftt ft! «ir - fr ft^iF ^ fftRinr fti ft’pft 

^ ^ ft 3fN ^ cWPFfSfcT TRSIT^aft njiRSIT ft5 aiftpl qftftfft ft ng?! fft)iT Rift 4ft (ft'^ifftiF) 

TRimcTT ^ ftift cF7 ’TOPcTT ft I 

(vi) 'lift TRnXRRTfni TFT IIF ft fft) ft^ lift fftRRIT ft iFPft-ftVg RCttft nft 4ITfftR 4Rft ft ^ 4RR ftfttft 
^4tTT3ft ftl IFRR ^ aRRRT ft^ft^RT R^TRnft Ft ^ftt ft; cm, ft^ 4®} fftRRn IRIR 4ft fty44T 4ft ^HftteiT 
4R4T vj 44) fftlf ftFF? 44^4Tft ft ( 

(Vii) F^ guftm ftt ft RWT Rftt 4fH nfttcFlftf ft fftsiR-ft’Tft fe4T ’T4T ft, F?I cRU ft? 4T4^ fft) ^ 4st 3Pa 

4Sft ft ^ ft, Xpiftfttftt ftj Rftt 4sjf ’R IRF'HHR (ft^) 4®} fftRT4T PRR cTR; 4Rft ’R fftftF RR ft 

TRRftsnft afR ftliRTvjd^ ft armRi 4ft ft i 1344ft ftm isftcT ft % ^gffttiTait fti 44R itfri 4ft 4ft ft4T3ft % 
335^ ftfft ^ifftftl 

fS>Ri 4 i sniR ft; fftft 4 ft 4 ft ft, ftmaft/'gfftmaft % 3 T>ft 11 444; ft aismT 4 iff, 44 fftw fft^i 
fft-ll Tlftt 4sft 4? 44RT4T4 JHTR 4^jcl ^T4I V^ftlftlcft ft; fftlj RjrfttftcT, 4Tftt aft? viHyTT) 4ftt 4;FT 
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TARIFF AUTHORITY FOR MAJOR PORTS 
NOTIFICATION 

New Delhi, ihe 8th June. 2001 

No. TAMP/115/2000-MBPT.—In exercise of the powers conferred by Sections 48 and 49 of the Major Port 
Trusts Act, 1963 (38 of 1963), the Tariff Authority for Major Ports hereby disposes off the representation made by the 
Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva Ship-Intermodal Agents' Association (MANSA) about the components of the composite 
berth hire charges levied at the Mumbai Port Trust, as in the Order appended hereto. 




This case relates to a representation made by the Mumbai and Nhava-Sheva 
Ship-Intermodal Agents' Association (MANSA) about the compt^nents of the composite berth 
hire charges levied at the Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT). 

2.1. In its representation the MANSA has given the following points: 

(i) . The MBPT charges a composite berth hire for borthing the vessels at quay and 

for other charges such as supply of telephones, removal of rubbish, supply of 
water, allowance payable to labour for loading/discharging of cargo, night 
allowance for labour, night/holiday overtime allowance for labour, charges for 
cranes and special equipment, fire watch, etc. 

(ii) . The shipping lines execute the contract of carriage of break bulk cargo on the 

following terms: 

(a) . Liner Terms - In which the freight charges covers the transportation by 

sea as well as cost of loading / discharging of cargo, from / to the 
vessels on to the wharf (i-e., stevedoring - cargo handling charges). 

(b) . Free In / Free Out (FIO) Terms - In which the freight charges covers 

only the sea freight while the cost of loading / discharging of cargo 
(which would include stevedoring as well as transportation to ! from 
sheds etc.) is on the cargo interest account. 

(ill). As the composite berth hire charge includes the element of charge relating to 
cargo handling equipment, such as for crane, labour allowances and overtime 
and provision of special equipment by the port, part of the berth hire is to be 
debited / charged to the 'cargo interest', in case of carriage on FIO terms. 

(iv) . The MBPT had been providing the split in components of the berth hire which 

is chargeable / attributable to the lines and the cargo interest, respectively. 
This was discontinued in 1992. 

(v) . After the revision of berth hire m 1997, the MBPT has refused to give a split 

between vessel-related charges and cargo-related charges. This has caused 
disputes between the shipping lines and cargo interest. 

(vi) . The MBPT issued a circular in 1998 stating that the composite berth hire 

charge does not include the cargo-related charges and the total charges are 
payable by the Shipping Lines / Agents / Vessel Owners. 


2 . 2 . 


In this backdrop, the MANSA has requested that 
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(i). The MBPT may provide the break-up of the vessel-related and cargo-related 
charges included in the composite berth hire; and, this shall be prescribed in 
quantitative terms rather than as percentages. 

(11). The port must take cognizance of the fact that berth having different facilities 
shall have different tariff, which Is presently uniform at all the berths. 

3.1. In accordance with the procedure prescribed, the representation of the MANSA 

was forwarded to the MBPT and also to the BCHAA, IMC, INSA, SCI, CSLA, BCCI, and WISA 
for their comments. The Comments received from them are summarised below: 

The Mumbai Port Trust (MBPT) 

(i). The Directing Group constituted (in the year 1884) by the Ministry of Homo 
Affairs (Department of Personnel and Administrative Reforms) for simplification 
and rationalisation for port procedures, recommended that charges for 
rendering certain elements of services be merged with that of the main service 
and a composite rate be prescribed. Prior to that ports were recovering 
chargee separately for each service rendered. 

(li). The cost of the following elements of services was considered for arriving at 
the composite Berth Hire charge; 

(a). Berthing and Mooring at the Docks: Mooring launches, swing 
gates and bridges, capstan and sluices, Maintenance of Dock and 
Harbour walls, Marine Structures, etc. Dredging and Pollution Control 
at Docks, Dock Master's establishment, other elements viz., 
expenditure on Night, Sunday and Overtime charges, charges for 
supply of telephones, charges for removal of rubbish. Double Hook 
Allowance payable to Labour, Bunkering, Night Allowance for labour, 
charges for covering culverts, charges for special equipment and fire 
watch. 

(b) . Electric Wharf Cranes;Operation and maintenance of Electric Wharf 

cranes. 

(c) . Water supply to Shipping: Operation and maintenance of water 

supply installations. 

(iii) . Composite berth hire charge was prescribed with effect from 

5 May 1988 in place of the following recoveries: 

(a) . Berth Hire charges 

(b) . Wharf crane charges 

(c) . Night, Sunday and overtime charges 

(d) . Charges for the supply of local telephones 

(e) . Charges for removal of rubbish 

(f) . Wharfage charges on the same bottom cargo 

(g) . Double hook allowance payable to labour 

(h) . Bunkering 

(i) . Night allowance for labour 

(j) . Charges for covering culverts manholes at berths when discharging 

bulk cargo. 

(k) . Charges for special equipment and fire watch. 

(iv) . Details of each of the elements of service as well as cost thereof are not 

maintained except for an expenditure on major elements like wharf cranes, 
water supplied to shipping and expenditure on account of berthing and mooring 
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at the Docks. However, alt the services mentioned above were continued to be 
rendered, wherever required. 

(v). Details of components of cargo-related charges meiged with the composite 
berth hire charges are also not maintained. In 19S2, on the request of port 
users, a rough estimate was made for identifying the cargo-reiaM elements 
Included in the composite bMth hire charge. The share of cargofeiated 
charges in the composite charge then worked out to 22% in respect of the 
Indira Dock and 15% for the P&V Docks. 

(vQ. Even earlier, the charges for all the elements except where rtted and gate 
opening was done at the request from consignees / consignors for daiivety or 
oiuting in, were recovered from the ship owners / ship agents, it is not 
understood how Introduction of the composite berth hire now makes a 
dltforenca for the agents. 

5hlPDlnq cofpofation of India fSC» 

(i) . The Composite Berth Hire charge at the MBPT includes the labour charges for 

loading / discharging of cargo as well as the cranage. 

Oi). The Contracts of Carriage of Break Bulk cargo on ‘Liner Terms’ have reduced 
considerabiy over the years due to the advent of containerisation and most of 
the break bulk cargo is shipped on FIO basis. 

(iii) . The practice adopted at the MBPT of a oompoaite charge for berth hire, has 

resulted in the Shipping Lines having to bear costs which are actually to be 
paid by the merchant when cargo is shipped on FIO terms. 

(iv) . Since 1007 MBPT has stopped issuing certificates providing break up of 

vessel-related charges and cargo-related charges which had in the past 
assisted Shipping Lines / their agents to claim such cargo-related charges from 
. the merchant. 

(v) . The TAMP is requested to - 

(a) . Intervene in the matter and Instruct the Ports to provide to the users 

the break up of cargo related charges, where tariffs provkie tor 
composite berth hire charge. 

(b) . Examine the aspect of common berth hire charges applied to all 

berths of the Port despite the factthat some berths are less equipped 
than others. The prlndpie of applying charges for facilrties, which 
commensurate with the services r^ered should be adopted. 

Ths Indian Merchants’ Chamber (IMCt 

(I). The MBPT may be directed to tomish the break-up of the composite berth hire, 
and to indicate distinctty the cargo relatod charges. 

(ii) . There shall be no ambivalenoe and no lack of transparency. Customer interest 

is equally Important for attracting cargo to the port's extensive fwrilitlas which 
are going virtually idle. A lot of cargo can possibly flow Into the port if an 
atmosphere of goodwill is created for customers, who will then feel that they 
are welcoma to the port. 
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Th» Bombw Ciwtonn Houw Aowitf A»«)ctatk>n fBCHAA) 

(i) . Th« suggestion to split the composite hire charge, with reference to vessei- 

relsted charges and cargo-related charges, does seem to be Justifiable. 

(ii) * It may also be ensured that once the Rates have been split, the Shipping Lines 

must ensure that all vessel-related charges are reimburaed to the Port only In 
US dollars and in hard currency as well, since the same is recovered from the 
trade in US dollars and repatriated In foreign cunency. 

(iii) . The MANSA In tts represertation has confirmed that the Stevedoring - cargo 

handling cost is a part of sea-freight This is vital to the issue relating to 
regulation of Terminal Handling Charges. 


The Indian Nati onal Shlnownefe* Association (INSAI 

0). The INSA fully supports the point of view of the MAIMSA. 

01). It is a trading practice that often a charterer has to bear the cargo-related cost 
The Port is the best authority to certify the actual divisions of ship-related and 
cargo-related costs. 

Oil). The shipowners do not object to make the payments but all they want is a fair 
and correct bifurcation of berth hire charges showing cargo-related and ship- 
' related costs to be provided by the Port so that the Lines can get re¬ 
imbursement from the charterer/ shipper/consignee on the basis of the 
bifurcated bill. 

(iv) . In 1992 ports had agreed to provide such a break-up by a dicular and now 

again they have decided to withdraw it The INSA has the same complaints 
from other ports. 

(v) . Ports shall be transparent enough to provide this minor service. 

The Container ghiPPing Lines Association fOLAl 


(i). The CSLA generally supports the MANSA’s position with regard to this Issue. 

Oi). It is unhelpful of the MBPT not to provide the split between the vessel and 

cargo related charges. 

(III). It does not seem correct to apply uniform berth hire charge, where some berths 
have cargo-handling equipment and others do not 


3:2. No comments have been received from the BCCI and the WISA. 

33. The comments received from the above organisations were sent to the 

MANSA as feedbaok information. 


4.1. A Joint hearing in this case was held on 15 January 2001 at the MBPT. During 

3ie Joint hearing, the following aubmieslona were made; 


0). Why not identify the oomponenta of the Compoelte rata? 

(10- Earlier the MBPT waaoertifyingveasel-felatied chargee/cargo-related charges 
•eparately. It has suddenly stopped now creating complications for us to 
recover costs from the lines. Further, the statement made by the MBPT in Its 
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1996 circular that only wharfage is the cargo-related charges has created 
further problems. 

(v) . This problem is more m Charter cases (FIO cases) not in Liner Term cases. 

(vi) . In FIO cases, the consignee undertakes to collect delivery from under the hook 

and they are responsible for doing everything. Lines have no responsibility. 
The Consignee has to pay. Hence, the objection from the Lines, 

MBPT 


(i). Composite Berth hire has been fixed by treating 11 different chargeable 
components treated as an integrated whole. This has never been itemised. 
Even revision has been made only as a percentage of the Composite rate. It 
IS, therefore, not possible to break-up. 


(ii). The MBPT can say how much is towards vessel-related charges and how 
much towards cargo-related charges. But, it cannot say who will pay what. It 
will then have to go into contracts to see what is FIO, what is Liner Term, etc. 

4.2. At the joint hearing, the MBPT submitted copies of the correspondence 

exchanged between them and the MANSA on the issue. 


5. The MBPT, vide its letter dated 29 January 2001, in addition to reiterating its 

earlier comments, stated that during the last revision with effect from 1 November 1997, the 
working results had shown a deficit of 43%. The rates, however, were increased marginally to 
be at par with the other neighbouring ports. Thus, the service could not be made self- 
supporting. Even now the service is in deficit and though the port users were advised regarding 
the share of cargo-related charges in the composite berth hire charges, it cannot b© said that 
22% of the rate prescribed for berth hire is '.overing the cost of services rendered to the cargo 
interest and 78% of the existing rate is covering the cost of the services rendered to the vessel 
interest. The MBPT regretted its inability to furnish details of the cost of the various services 
covered under the composite berth hire charge. 


6. With reference to the totality of information collected during the processing of 

this case and based on the collective application of mind and the arguments advanced at the 
joint hearing, the following position emerges: 




(i) . The MBPT has introduced a system of levying a composite Berth Hire charge 

in accordance with the recommendation given by the Directing Group in 1984, 
This recommendation was accepted for implementation by the Government. 
The objective of this change was for simplification and rationalisation of port 
procedures; in this case, it is for simplification of billing (and, therefore, of 
payment) procedures. 

(ii) . The components of the composite charge have been specifically identified as 

described in paragraph 3.1.(ii) above. There is no ambiguity in this regard. 
And, there can, therefore, be no complaint about lack of transparency in the 
system. 

(ili). This system has been functioning without any problem, it is only the stoppage 
of issue of certificates indicating break-up of the vesseFrelated charges and 
the cargo-related charges that seems to have cretaM some friction. The 
MANSA has contended that this stoppage has resuM tn the Shipping Lines 
having to bear costs which are actually to be paid by the merchant whan cargo 
is shipped on FIO terms. 

The precise nature of MANSA’s problem has not come out clearly in all this. 
Significantly, as has been contended by the MBPT, even earlier, the charges 
for all the elements, except where shed and gate opening was done at the 
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request of consignees/ consignors for delivery/csrtlng in, were recovered from 
ship-owners / ship agents. It is, therefore, not clear how introduction of a 
composite berth hire has made a difference. 

(iv) . Again, significantly, the composite berth hire has been fixed by treating 11 

different comparable components as an integrated whole. This has never 
been itemised. Even the 1996 revision was made only as a percentage of the 
composite rate. That being so, there is force in the MBPT plea that it is not 
possible to provide a break-up of the composite charge. In this backdrop, the 
request of the MANSA that the MBPT must provide a break-up of the vessel- 
related and cargo-related charges included in the composite berth hire is not 
tenable. 

The MANSA has in fact gone a step ahead to request that the break-up shall 
be prescribed in quantitative terms rather than as percentages. 

It Is noteworthy in this conteid that, according to a clarification given by the 
MBPT, in 1992, on the request of some port users, a rough estimate was made 
for identifying in percentage terms the cargo-related elements included in the 
composite berth hire charge; but, even this percentage terms cannot be said to 
reflect the correct position. The MBPT has specifically regretted its inability to 
furnish details of the cost of the various services covered on the ground ^at 
details of each of the elements of senrices as well as costs thereof are not 
maintained except for expenditure on major elements like wharf cranes, water 
supplied, and berthing and mooring. In this circumstance, the request in 
reference of the MANSA cannot receive any meaningful attention. 

(v) . Whatever be the components, the tariff in reference is styled as a composite 

berth hire charge. ‘Berth hire' Indisputably is a vessel-related charge which is 
ordinarily paid by the Lines. Why can it not be so in the MBPT case has not 
been adequately clarified by the MANSA. 

The problem has apparently been caused by some ‘rough estimate’ made In 
1992 by the MBPT for a break-up of the composite charge. It was not, 
perhaps, advisable for the MBPT to have attempted such a break-up which 
actually militates against the very approach recommended by the Directing 
Group. 

It has also to bo recognised in this context that, even if the MBPT Is indeed 
able to work out such a break-up, how can it say who will pay what? As has 
been contended by the MBPT Itself, it will then have to go into details of 
contracts to see what is FIO, what is Liner Term, which consignment Involves 
w.hat, etc. Obviously, this is not a workable proposition for any Port Trust 

Since ‘berth hire’ (whether comfjocite or otherwise), as earlier stated, is 
indisputably a vessel related 'h = "ir' be bou.c hy the Lines, how can the 
MBPT eliminate he fth/- j-tbiiity of t le cost of cargo-related 

components being recoveieo i?.-,:’ - uuce as a part of the composite berth hire 
and once separately from the consignee under a so-called FIO arrangement? 

(vi) . If it is the contention of the MANSA that inclusion of cargo-related components 

in a composite berth hire Is causing them Irreconcilable accounting problems 
because of some contractual rigidities, then, the better course of action for 
them IS to move for a review of the composition of the composite berth hire 
charge. 

(vii) . Almost all the port users consultea in aiis proceedings, especially the SCI and 

the CSLA, have objected to a common (composite) berth hire charge applied 
to all berths of the MBPT despite the fact that some berths are less equipped 
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than others Their demand is reasonable that charges for facilities should 
commensurate with the services rendered 

With specific reference to composite berth hire charge, it cannot be said to be 
just, fair, and reasonable for the MBPT to levy the same charge at all the 
berths irrespective of whether or not each one of them has all the 11 
components of services/facilltles There have been occasions in some earlier 
cases for this Authority to observe that a composite berth hire charge exists for 
a group of comparable berths or, if necessary, even individually for separate 
berths with reference to the services/facilities available therein. ^ 

This Authority takes this opportunity to advance this matter further by requiring 
all the major ports to work towards such a recasting of composite berth hire 
charges within a time frame of six months failing which we will bo compelled to 
move suo motu in the matter 

In the result, and for the reasons given above, and based on a collective 
application of mind, this Authority finds the request of the MANSA that the MBPT must provide 
a break-up of the composite berth hire charge to be unsustainable and accordingly rejects rt. 
This Authority, however, finds reasonable the request of the MANSA about the composite berth 
hire charge being commensurate with services rendered/ facilities provided at each berth; and, 
therefore decides to pursue it further with the major ports. 


S SATHYAM, Chairman 
[ADVT ni/IV/143/2001/Exty) 
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